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1.0 INTRODUCTION

At the request of Terra Nova Planning & Research, this biological resource assessment report
(BRAR) was prepared by Wood Environment & Infrastructure Solutions, Inc. (Wood) for the
proposed Desert Hot Springs Research and Development Project (project), located in the city of
Desert Hot Springs, Riverside County, California. Information contained herein is intended to be
used for compliance with the Coachella Valley Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan
(CVMSHCP), California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as well as federal and California
Endangered Species Acts.

2.0 PROJECT LOCATION / DESCRIPTION

The Desert Pacific Properties, Inc. (DPP) proposes the development of a proposed industrial park
providing facilities for the research, development and cultivation of medical-grade cannabis. The
proposed development includes construction of ten (10) free standing buildings and associated
parking and other infrastructure. A total of 116,375 square feet of building space will be available
ranging from 6,026 s/f to 24,848 s/f per building. The project site is generally located north of
Interstate 10, east of State Route 62, and west of Joshua Tree National Park (Figure 1, Appendix
A). It is located within portions of Section 1; Township 3 South; Range 4 East as shown on the
United States Geological Survey (USGS) Desert Hot Springs, California, 7.5-minute topographic
quadrangle (Figure 2, Appendix A). The project site is specifically located north of 16" Street,
south of 15" Street, east of Little Morongo Road, and west of Atlantic Avenue (Figure 3, Appendix
A). The geographic coordinates near the approximate center of the project area, are 33.935889°
north latitude and -116.526682° west longitude. The elevation of the project site ranges from
approximately 916 to 943 feet above mean sea level.

Implementation of the proposed project would provide a medical grade cannabis cultivating
complex including a walled and gated environment with armed guards for 24-hour protection. The
proposed project is included under proposed tentative parcel map 37138.

3.0 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
3.1 Federal
3.1.1 Federal Endangered Species Act

The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the National Oceanographic and
Atmospheric Administration’s National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) enforce the provisions
stipulated within the Federal Endangered Species Act of 1973 (hereafter, “FESA,” 16 USC
Section 1531 et seq.). Threatened and endangered species on the Federal list (50 CFR Section
17.11, and 17.12) are protected from take, defined as direct or indirect harm, unless a Section 10
permit is granted to an entity other than a federal agency or a Biological Opinion with incidental
take provisions is rendered to a federal lead agency via a Section 7 consultation. Pursuant to the
requirements of FESA, an agency reviewing a proposed project within its jurisdiction must
determine whether any federally listed species may be present in the study area and determine
whether the proposed project will have a potentially significant impact upon such species. Under
FESA, habitat loss is considered to be an impact to a species. In addition, the agency is required
to determine whether the project is likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any species
that is proposed for listing under FESA or to result in the destruction or adverse modification of
critical habitat proposed to be designated for such species (16 USC 1536[3], [4]). Therefore,
project related impacts to these species or their habitats would be considered significant and
would require mitigation. Other federal agencies (i.e., U.S. Forest Service, Bureau of Land
Management) designate species of concern (species that have the potential to become listed),
which are evaluated during environmental review although they are not otherwise protected under
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FESA. Project related impacts to such species would also be considered a significant impact and
may require mitigation.

3.1.2 Clean Water Act
3.1.2.1 Section 401

Pursuant to Section 401 of the Clean Water Act (CWA), states can certify or deny federal permits
or licenses that might result in a discharge to state waters, including wetlands (33 USC 1341).
Section 404 permit applicants must obtain a “water quality certification” from the state water
quality agency indicating that the proposed activity complies with all applicable state water quality
standards, limitations, and restrictions. In California, the Regional Water Quality Control Boards
(RWQCB) issue water quality certifications within their jurisdictions. The RWQCB reviews the
project for consistency with Waste Discharge Requirements under the state land disposal
regulations (Subchapter 15). In reviewing the project, the RWQCB will also consider impacts to
waters of the State of California (WSC), in addition to filling of wetlands, in accordance with the
state wetland policy. Usually, mitigation is required (if not already a condition of the 404 permit)
in the form of replacement or restoration of adversely impacted WSC.

3.1.2.2 Section 404

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) has primary federal responsibility for administering
regulations that concern waters of the U.S. (WUS) (including wetlands), under Section 404 of the
CWA. Section 404 of the CWA regulates the discharge of dredged or fill material into WUS. The
USACE requires that a permit be obtained if a project proposes the placement of structures within,
over, or under navigable waters and/or discharging dredged or fill material into waters below the
ordinary high water mark (OHWM). The USACE has established a series of nationwide permits
(NWP) that authorize certain activities in waters of the U.S.

3.1.3 Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act

Treaties signed by the United States, Great Britain, Mexico, Japan, and the countries of the former
Soviet Union make it unlawful to pursue, capture, kill, and/or possess, or attempt to engage in
any such conduct to any migratory bird, nest, egg, or parts thereof listed in this document. The
Secretary of the Interior can issue permits for incidental take of migratory bird species. The
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) also allows the Secretary of the Interior to grant permits for
specific actions for the incidental take of these protected migratory bird species, but it rarely, if
ever, happens.

3.2 State
3.2.1 California Environmental Quality Act

The basic goal of the CEQA is to maintain a high-quality environment now and in the future and
the specific goals are for California's public agencies to:

1) Identify the significant environmental effects of their actions; and, either
2) Avoid those significant environmental effects, where feasible; or
3) Mitigate those significant environmental effects, where feasible.

The CEQA applies to "projects" proposed to be undertaken or requiring approval by State and
local government agencies. Projects are activities which have the potential to have a physical
impact on the environment and may include the enactment of zoning ordinances, the issuance of
conditional use permits and the approval of tentative subdivision maps. Where a project requires
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approvals from more than one public agency, the CEQA requires one of these public agencies to
serve as the "lead agency."

A "lead agency" must complete the environmental review process required by the CEQA. The
most basic steps of the environmental review process are:

1) Determine if the activity is a "project” subject to the CEQA,;
2) Determine if the "project” is exempt from the CEQA,;

3) Perform an Initial Study to identify the environmental impacts of the project and determine
whether the identified impacts are "significant". Based on its findings of "significance", the lead
agency prepares one of the following environmental review documents:

a) Negative Declaration if it finds no "significant” impacts;

b) Mitigated Negative Declaration if it finds "significant" impacts but revises the
project to avoid or mitigate those significant impacts;

c) Environmental Impact Report (EIR) if it finds "significant" impacts.

While there is no ironclad definition of "significance”, Article 5 of the CEQA Guidelines provides
criteria to lead agencies in determining whether a project may have significant effects.

The purpose of an EIR is to provide state and local agencies and the general public with detailed
information on the potentially significant environmental effects which a proposed project is likely
to have and to list ways in which the significant environmental effects may be minimized and
indicate alternatives to the project.

Project-related impacts to special status species covered under the CYMSHCP would be fully
mitigated through payment of the requisite development fee and participation in the plan. Impacts
to species not covered under the CVMSHCP must not exceed the significance thresholds as
defined by the CEQA. Project design can incorporate avoidance, minimization and/or mitigation
measures can be developed and implemented to reduce significant impacts to levels less than
significant (where applicable).

3.2.2 California Endangered Species Act

The California Endangered Species Act (CESA) of 1970 (CDFG Code Section 2050 et seq., and
CCR Title 14, Subsection 670.2, 670.51) prohibits the take (interpreted to mean the direct killing
of a species) of species listed under CESA (14 CCR Subsection 670.2, 670.5). Under CESA,
state agencies are required to consult with the CDFG when preparing CEQA documents.
Consultation ensures that proposed projects or actions do not have a negative effect on state-
listed species. During consultation, CDFG determines whether take would occur and identifies
‘reasonable and prudent alternatives” for the project and conservation of special-status species.
CDFG can authorize take of a state-listed species if an incidental take permit is issued by the
Secretary of the Interior or Commerce in compliance with FESA, or if the director of CDFG issues
a permit under Section 2080 in those cases where it is demonstrated that the impacts are
minimized and mitigated. A CESA permit must be obtained if a project will result in the take of
listed species, either during construction or over the life of the project. Under CESA, CDFG is
responsible for maintaining a list of threatened and endangered species designated under state
law (CDFG Code 2070). CDFG also maintains lists of species of special concern, which serve as
“watch lists.” Pursuant to the requirements of CESA, a state or local agency reviewing a proposed
project within its jurisdiction must determine whether any state-listed species may be present in
the project area and determine whether the proposed project will have a potentially significant
impact upon such species. Project related impacts to species on the CESA list would be
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considered significant and require mitigation. Impacts to species of concern would be considered
significant under certain circumstances.

3.2.3 Section 2081 of the State Fish and Game Code

Under Section 2081 of the California Fish and Game Code, the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife (CDFW) authorizes individuals or public agencies to import, export, take, or possess state
endangered, threatened, or candidate species in California through permits or memoranda of
understanding. These acts, which are otherwise prohibited, may be authorized through permits
or “memoranda of understanding” if (1) the take is incidental to otherwise lawful activities, (2)
impacts of the take are minimized and fully mitigated, (3) the permit is consistent with regulations
adopted in accordance with any recovery plan for the species in question, and (4) the applicant
ensures suitable funding to implement the measures required by the CDFW. The CDFW shall
make this determination based on the best scientific information reasonably available and shall
include consideration of the species’ capability to survive and reproduce.

3.2.4 Section 3505.5 of the State Fish and Game Code

Under Section 2081 of the California Fish and Game Code, the CDFW authorizes individuals or
public agencies to import, export, take, or possess state endangered, threatened, or candidate
species in California through permits or memoranda of understanding. These acts, which are
otherwise prohibited, may be authorized through permits or “memoranda of understanding” if (1)
the take is incidental to otherwise lawful activities, (2) impacts of the take are minimized and fully
mitigated, (3) the permit is consistent with regulations adopted in accordance with any recovery
plan for the species in question, and (4) the applicant ensures suitable funding to implement the
measures required by the CDFW. The CDFW shall make this determination based on the best
scientific information reasonably available and shall include consideration of the species’
capability to survive and reproduce.

3.2.5 Sections 3503, 3505.5, & 3513 of the State Fish and Game Code

Section 3503 makes it unlawful to take, possess, or needlessly destroy the nest or eggs of any
bird. Section 3505.5 makes it unlawful to take, possess, or destroy any birds in the order
Falconiformes or Strigiformes (birds-of-prey, i.e.: owls, hawks, eagles, etc.) or to take, possess,
or destroy the nest or eggs of any bird-of-prey. Section 3513 makes it unlawful to take or possess
any migratory nongame bird as designated in the MBTA.

3.3 Regional
3.3.1 Coachella Valley Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan

Finalized in October 2008, the CVMSHCP is a comprehensive regional plan that addresses the
conservation needs of 27 species of native flora and fauna and 24 natural vegetation communities
occurring throughout the Coachella Valley region of western Riverside County, California. Permits
for the CVMSHCP were issued by the CDFW on September 9, 2008, and the United States Fish
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) on October 1, 2008 (TE104604-0). Managed by the Coachella
Valley Conservation Commission (CVCC), CVMSHCP participants include Riverside County, the
Cities of Cathedral City, Coachella, Desert Hot Springs, Indian Wells, Indio, La Quinta, Palm
Desert, Palm Springs, Rancho Mirage, as well as the Coachella Valley Association of
Governments (CVAG), Coachella Valley Water District, Imperial Irrigation District, Mission
Springs Water District and the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) (CVAG 2008).

The CVMSHCP serves two primary purposes: Balancing environmental protection and economic
development objectives in the CVMSHCP planning area and simplifying compliance with
endangered species related laws. The CVMSHCP accomplishes this by conserving
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unfragmented habitat to permanently protect and secure viable populations of the covered 27
species within the planning area. The covered species include those plants and animals that are
either currently listed as threatened or endangered, are proposed for listing, or are believed by an
appointed Scientific Advisory Committee, USFWS and CDFW, to have a high probability of being
proposed for listing in the future if not conserved by the CVMSHCP. The goal of the CYVMSHCP
is to meet the requirements of the ESA and CESA, while at the same time allowing for the
economic growth (land development) within the plan area without significant delay or hidden
costs. Under the CVMSHCP, land development/mitigation fees are collected from all new
development projects occurring in the plan area. The purpose of this fee is to support the
assembly of a preserve system for the covered species and natural vegetation communities within
areas identified as having high conservation value (CVAG 2008, 2016).

3.3.2 City of Desert Hot Springs General Plan

The City of Desert Hot Springs’ (City) General Plan outlines policy, goals, standards, and
guidelines for the physical development of the lands; residential, commercial, and industrial
structures; circulation; recreation; open space and conservation; safety; air quality; noise; and
community design which are set forth in the City’s General Plan and Zoning Ordinance. More
specifically, the City’s Planning Division is responsible for the physical planning which includes
development review, analysis and compliance, environmental review, long-range planning, and
development policies.

4.0 METHODS
4.1 Literature Review

In preparation for the field surveys, a literature search was conducted to identify special status
biological resources known from the vicinity of the project site. In the context of this report, and
for the purpose of this assessment, vicinity is defined as areas within a 1-mile radius of the project
site.

The literature search included a review of the following documents:

e California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) RareFind 5 (CDFW 2022a)

e  Special Animals List (CDFW 2022b)

e California Native Plant Society's (CNPS) Inventory of Rare, Threatened, and
Endangered Plants of California (CNPS 2022a)

e CVMSHCP (CVAG 2008, 2016)

e United States Department of Agriculture (USDA), Natural Resources Conservation
Service (NRCS). 2022a. Web Soil Survey

e USGS 7.5’ Desert Hot Springs, Calif. quadrangles (USGS 2022)

e City of Desert Hot Springs General Plan (City of Desert Hot Springs 2021)

Scientific nomenclature for this document follows standard reference sources: For plant
communities, CVMSHCP (CVAG 2008, 2016), Sawyer et. al (2009), and Holland (1986) for flora,
Jepson eFlora (2022) and the USDA NRCS PLANTS Database (2022b); for amphibians, repitiles,
and mammals, CDFW (2016); and for birds, California Bird Records Committee (2022).

4.2 Field Assessment

The field assessment was conducted on 23 February 2022 by Wood Senior Wildlife Biologist
Nathan Moorhatch and Wood Biologist Alec Williams. On-site suitable habitat was assessed
based on the presence of constituent habitat elements (e.g., soils, vegetation and topography)
characteristic of the potentially occurring special status biological resources determined by the
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5.6 Special Status Biological Resources

Some plant and/or animal taxa are designated as having special status due to declining
populations, limited geographic distributions and/or vulnerability to climate change, habitat loss
and/or fragmentation. Some have been listed as threatened or endangered by the USFWS or by
the CDFW and are protected by the federal and state ESAs and the CNPPA. Others have been
identified, and are managed as sensitive by the USFWS, CDFW, United States Forest Service
(USFS), Bureau of Land Management (BLM) or by private conservation organizations, including
the CNPS, but have not been formally listed as threatened or endangered. Impacts to such
species can still be considered significant under the CEQA, if not avoided, minimized and/or
mitigated by specific project design and implementation.

One special status species, loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), was observed on-site during
the assessment (Appendix B). This species is not listed as threatened or endangered, however
is designated as a California Species of Special Concern (CSC), while nesting, by the CDFW.
The literature review resulted in 30 special biological resources occurring, or potentially occurring
in the vicinity (3 mile radius) of the project site. Tables 1-3 provide a summary of these resources,
their current conservation status, habitat associations and potential to occur on the project site.

Table 1. Special Status Plants

Species Protective Status Habitat Flowering Occurrence Probability
Period

Astragalus lentiginosus F: END Annual/Perennial herb February - High

var. coachellae C:ND found in sandy flats, May Marginally suitable

Coachella Valley milk-
vetch

CNPS List: 1B.2
State Rank: S1
CVMSHCP: Yes

washes, alluvial fans,
sand field, dunes and
dune edges, at 130 to
2,150 feet, a CA endemic.

habitat present, 2006
CNDDB record from
project site, not observed
during current field
survey, but may not be
optimal year for
identification

Astragalus tricarinatus

triple-ribbed milkvetch

F: END

C: None

CNPS List: 1B.2
State Rank: S2
MSHCP: Yes (site
contains Core habitat
for this species)

Sandy or gravelly areas in
Joshua tree woodland &
Sonoran Desert scrub,
450-1,190 m (1,476-3,904
ft.) AMSL.

February -
May

Absent

Habitat potentially
suitable, but records
from the vicinity are in
the hills to the north
(closest is within 5 mi).
Project site below
elevation limit for this
species

Chorizanthe xanti var.
leucotheca

white-bracted spineflower

F: None

C: None

CNPS List: 1B.2
State Rank: S3

Sandy or gravelly areas in
Mojave Desert scrub,
pinyon-juniper woodland,
and coastal scrub; 300-

April - June

Absent

Habitat lacking, project
site is below elevation
limit for this species.

slender-horned
spineflower

CNPS List: 1B.1
State Rank: S1
MSHCP: No

coastal scrub (sandy);
200-760 m (656-2493 ft.)
AMSL.

MSHCP: No 1200 m (984-4003 ft.)
AMSL.
Dodecahema leptoceras | F: END Chaparral, cismontane April - June  |Absent
C: END woodland, alluvial fan Only record from

Whitewater Canyon is
from 1876, author has
extensive survey
experience w/ this
species and observed
that habitat is lacking
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Species Protective Status Habitat Flowering Occurrence Probability
Period
Eriastrum hardwoodii F: END Desert Dune March - July Absent
C:END Sandy Soils 15-1100 m Only record in Mission
Harwood’s eriastrum CNPS List: 1B.2 (49-3608 ft.) AMSL. Creek from 1939, 5 miles
State Rank: S2 northwest of the project
MSHCP: No site. No suitable dune
habitat on-site.
Euphorbia arizonica F: ND Sandy habitats in March - April | Absent
C:ND Sonoran Desert scrub, Very few records in
. CNPS List: 2B.3 from 165 — 985 feet. Riverside Co.. most well
Arizona spurge State Rank: S3 south of project area,
CVMSHCP: No none in project area.
Euphorbia misera F: ND Usually found in coastal | December - Absent
C:ND bluff scrub overlooking August The only known location
liff CNPS List: 2B.2 the ocean, but a relict is on the east cliff wall of
cliff spurge State Rank: S2 population used to be Whitewater Canyon, site
CVMSHCP: No found on the east flank of does not have the
Whitewater Canyon. habitat required by this
species.
Linanthus maculatus ssp. F:. None Desert dunes, Mojave March - May |Moderate
maculatus C: None . Desert scrub, Sonoran Habitat suitable, 2001
CNPS L'St-_1 B.2 Desert scrub, Joshua tree CNDDB record from 2.5
) . State Rank: 52 woodland, often mi. to the northwest
Little San Bernardino MSHCP: Yes (site associated w/ wash
Mountains linanthus contains Other habitats: 140-1,220 m
Conserved Habitat for (459-4,003 ft.) AMSL.
this species)
Mentzelia tricuspis F:. None Mojave Desert March - May |Absent
C: None . scrub/sandy, gravelly, Habitat lacking, one
inv-hair blazind st CNPS List: _25-1 slopes, and washes; 150- 1876 record from
spiny-hair blazing star State Rank: S2 1280 m (492-4199 ft.) Whitewater
MSHCP: No AMSL. questionable, no other
records in vicinity (A.
Sanders pers. com)
. F: ND
Nemacaulis denudata var. | .\ O Sandy places in coastal Absent
gracilis CNPS: List 2B.2 State |dunes, desert dunes, & |\, - [Habitatlacking, site

Rank: S2

Sonoran Desert scrub.

Slender cottonheads CVMSHCP: No 164-1312 ft. range of species

Table 2. Special Status Vegetation Communities

Communit Protective Status Occurrence

y (F=Federal, C=California) Probability

Mesquite Bosque F: ND Absent
C:ND (Habitat not present on or adjacent to the project site)
State rank: S2.1
CVMSHCP: No

Desert Fan Palm Oasis F: ND Absent

Woodland C:ND (Habitat not present on or adjacent to the project site)
State rank: S3.2
CVMSHCP: No
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Table 3. Special Status Wildlife
Protective Status Occurrence
Species (F=Federal, Habitat Probabilit
C=California) y
Invertebrates
Stenopelmatus F: ND Dune and sand field habitats in | Absent
cahuilaensis C:ND the eastern San Gorgonio Pass | Site is not in the currently

Coachella Valley Jerusalem
cricket

State rank: S1S2
CVMSHCP: Yes

and southwestern Coachella
Valley areas.

understood range of the species.

Reptiles

Gopherus agassizii

desert tortoise

F: THR
C: THR
State rank: S2S3
CVMSHCP: Yes

Inhabits desert scrubs, washes
(most desert habitats), prefers
creosote bush scrub over
alkaline plant communities.
Blooming annuals are an
important food source.

Low — Absent

Potentially suitable habitat present,
but no burrows capable of
supporting tortoises seen onsite,
site is also directly adjacent to a
well-used paved road (mortalities)
and developed areas. CNDDB
recorded occurrence is 6 miles
northeast of the site.

flat-tailed horned lizard

State rank: S2
CVMSHCP: Yes

ants, generally below 600 feet
elevation in Riverside, San
Diego, and Imperial Counties.

Phrynosoma blainvillii F: ND Found in a wide variety of Absent
C:CSC habitats (primarily cismontane), |Not the expected species of horned
coast horned lizard State rank: S3S4 most common in lowlands along | lizard at this desert location, desert
CVMSHCP: No sandy washes with riparian, horned lizard (Phrynosoma
coastal sage scrub, or chaparral | platyrhinos) would be the expected
vegetation. species). CNDDB record is from
upper Whitewater Cyn >6 miles
west of site.)
Phrynosoma mcallii F: ND Fine sand in desert washes and | Low - Absent
C:CSsC flats with vegetative cover and | Habitat potentially suitable, but site

is small and located near developed
areas and paved roads, nearest
CNDDB record (1994) is from ~2.5
miles south of the site south of Hwy
111

Uma inornata

Coachella Valley fringe-
toed lizard

F: THR

C: END

State rank: S1
CVMSHCP: Yes

Sandy areas of the Coachella
Valley (dunes and sand field
habitats)

Low - Absent

Habitat lacking, sandy areas are
fluvial in nature, not high quality
aeolian. Several CNDDB records
from project vicinity, most are from
2013)

Crotalus ruber

red-diamond rattlesnake

F: ND

C:CSsC

State rank: S3
CVMSHCP: No

Inhabits a variety of habitats
including chaparral, woodland,
grassland, and desert edge
areas from Coastal San Diego
County to eastern slopes of
mountains bordering the
Colorado Desert.

Low - Absent

More common in desert edge areas
[rocky], INaturalist records north of
site near Little San Bernardino
Mountains

Birds
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Protective Status Oceurrence
Species (F=Federal, Habitat Probabilit
C=California) Yy
Aquila chrysaetos F: MBTA, BCC Foothill and mountain areas, Nesting: Absent
C: WL, FP open flats and desert areas. No potentially suitable habitat
golden eagle State: S3 Needs cliffs or cliff-walled present on or adjacent to site
CVMSHCP: No f " i
canyons for nesting, sometimes | poraging: Low
large trees. Small site near developed areas
Athene cunicularia F: MBTA, BCC Occupies open, dry grasslands, |Nesting: Low
C:CsC scrub habitats, agricultural, Potentially suitable habitat present
burrowing owl State: S3 railroad rights-of-way, and but no burrows observed during

CVMSHCP: Yes

margins of highways, golf
courses, and airports. Utilizes
ground squirrel burrows and
man-made structures, such as
earthen berms, cement culverts,
cement, asphalt, and debris
piles for nesting and shelter.

initial site visit

Foraging: Low - Moderate

2004 CNDDB record directly
adjacent to SE corner of project
site, breeding suspected in 2007 —
no recent sign observed during this
site survey)

Falco mexicanus F: MBTA, BCC Inhabits dry, open terrain, either | Nesting: Absent .
B C: WI__ level or hilly. Breeding sites Suitable nesting habitat lacking
Prairie falcon (Slt\?ltl?sad({)P No located on cliffs. Forages far Foraging: Low - Moderate
afield, even to marshlands and | ¢ nesting'in greater region & during
ocean shores. migration
Lanius ludovicianus F: MBTA, BCC Prefers open fields with Nesting: Moderate-High
C:CSC _ scattered trees or shrubs, open | Suitable nesting habitat present,
Loggerhead shrike gt\?ﬁﬁsrﬂrc‘;kp-sﬁo country with short vegetation, | SPecies detected
pastures, old orchards, Foraging: Occurs Observed in the
cemeteries, golf courses, vicinity of the project site
riparian areas, and open
woodlands.
Toxostoma lecontei F:BCC Resident of open desert wash, |Nesting: Absent .
C:CSC(San scrub, alkali scrub, succulent Habitat present but limited (lacking
LeConte’s thrasher Joaquin population | ¢ \b hapitats, nests in dense | 4€NS€ Spiny shrubs), species in
only) region not CSC San Joaquin pop.)

State rank: S3
CVMSHCP: Yes

spiny shrubs and cacti in
washes, usually within 2-8 feet
of the ground.

Foraging: Low
Same as above, small site near
developed areas

Vireo bellii pusillus

least Bell’s vireo

F: END

C: END

State rank: S2
CVMSHCP: Yes

Riparian woodland habitats
along the riverine systems of
Southern California, primarily in
San Diego, Santa Barbara, and
Riverside Counties. Needs
dense shrub cover within 1 to 2
meters (3 to 6 feet) of the
ground for nesting, and stratified
canopy for foraging

Nesting: Absent
No nesting habitat present on or
adjacent to project site

Foraging: Absent

No riparian habitat w/ requisite tree
species and understory species
present

Mammals
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Protective Status Oceurrence
Species (F=Federal, Habitat Probabilit
C=California) y
Chaetodipus fallax pallidus | F: ND Desert border areas in desert Absent Site largely outside
C:CSC wash, desert scrub, desert preferred range of species and
Pallid San Diego pocket gtsﬁsra%kﬁ,_sﬁsél succulent scrub, pinon-juniper, |lacking rocky and/or coarse gravelly
:No ; .
mouse etc. Associated with sandy substrates.
herbaceous areas usually in
association with rocks or coarse
gravel from sea level to 1350 m
(4500 ft).
Corynorhinus townsendii F: ND Occurs throughout the state in a | Absent
C:CsC variety of habitats, most Habitat lacking, human presence
Townsend’s big-eared bat | State rank: S2 common in mesic areas though. |and activity in the immediate project
CVMSHCP:No | Roosting sites (walls and vicinity likely too much for this
WBWG: H ceilings of enclosed areas) are extremely sensitive species; slightly
- ! e higher potential for foraging over
limited, and this species is the Mission Creek channel
extremely sensitive to human | bordering the east side of the site.
disturbance.
Neotoma lepida intermedia | F: ND Most often in Coastal scrub in Low
C:CSC southern California (San Diego | Site lacks rocky habitat, no “stick
San Diego desert woodrat | State rank: S3S4 to San Luis Obispo Counties) nests” characteristic of this species
CVMSHCP: No but does range into desert observed on site during survey.
areas. Most common in areas | Cacti and succulent plants largely
with rock outcrops, cliffs, and absent, 1995 CNDDB record from
slopes. ~5 miles west of site.
Ovis canadensis nelsoni F: END Eastern slopes of the Absent
pop 2 C: THR, FP Peninsular Ranges generally No suitable habitat on site, site is

Peninsular bighorn sheep
DPS

State rank: S2
CVMSHCP: Yes

below 4,600 ft. elev., range of
this DPS is from the San Jacinto
Mtns. South to the international
border. Optimal habitat includes
steep-walled canyons and
ridges bisected by rocky/sandy
washes w available water.

adjacent to, but not actually in the
inhabited range of the subspecies.

Perognathus longimembris
bangsi

Palm Springs pocket
mouse

F: BLM Sensitive
C:CsC

State Rank: S2
CVMSHCP: Yes

Sonoran Desert habitats
with level to gently
sloping topography,
sparse to moderate
vegetative cover, and
loosely packed or sandy
soils.

Low

Potentially suitable habitat present,
CNDDB record from Mission Creek
~4 miles NW of site.

Xerospermophilus
tereticaudus chlorus

Coachella Valley (Palm
Springs) round-tailed
ground squirrel

F: ND

C:CsC

State Rank: S2
CVMSHCP: Yes

Prefers open, flat, grassy areas
in fine-textured, sandy soil in
desert succulent scrub, desert
wash, desert scrub, alkali scrub,
& levees.

Low — Moderate

Suitable habitat limited, CNDDB
record is from 1940, over 10 miles
southeast of site

Definitions of status designations and occurrence probabilities.

Federal designations: (federal Endangered Species Act, US Fish and Wildlife Service):

END:
THR:

Federally listed, Endangered.
Federally listed, Threatened.
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BCC: Birds of Conservation Concern
C: Candidate for Federal listing
ND: Not designated.
BCC: Bird of Conservation Concern.
State designations: (California Endangered Species Act, California Dept. of Fish and Game)
END: State listed, Endangered.
THR: State listed, Threatened.
RARE: State listed as Rare (Listed "Rare" animals have been re-designated as Threatened, but Rare plants
have retained the Rare designation.)
CSC: California Special Concern Species
WL: Watch List Species.
ND: Not designated.

CVMSHCP designations

Yes: Conserved by the CVMSHCP

No: Not Specifically Conserved by the CVMSHCP
C: Considered, but not included in the CVMSHCP

California Native Plant Society (CNPS) designations: (Non-regulatory, compilation by a non-profit organization
which tracks rare plants)

CNPS California Rare Plant Ranks (CRPR) Note: According to the CNPS
(http://www.cnps.org/programs/Rare_Plant/inventory/names.htm), ALL plants on Lists 1A, 1B, 2A, and 2B meet
definitions for state listing as threatened or endangered under Secs. 2062 and 2067 (California Endangered Species
Act) of the California Department of Fish and Game Code. Certain plants on Lists 3 and 4 do as well.

The CDFW (http://www.dfg.ca.gov/hcpb/species/t e spp/nat pint consv.shtml) states that plants on Lists 1A, 1B, 2A,
and 2B of the CNPS Inventory consist of plants that may qualify for listing, and recommends they be addressed in
CEQA projects (CEQA Guidelines Section 15380). However, a plant need not be in the Inventory to be considered a
rare, threatened, or endangered species under CEQA. In addition, CDFW recommends, and local governments may
require, protection of plants which are regionally significant, such as locally rare species, disjunct populations of more
common plants, or plants on the CNPS Lists 3 and 4.

List 1A: Plants presumed extinct in California.

List 1B: Plants rare and endangered in California and throughout their range.

List 2A: Plants presumed extirpated in California, but more common elsewhere.

List 2B: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California, but more common elsewhere.

List 3: Plants for which more information is needed.

List 4: Plants of limited distribution; a "watch list."

CA Endemic: Taxa that occur only in California

CNPS Threat Code:

.1 - Seriously endangered in California (over 80% of occurrences threatened / high degree and immediacy of threat)
.2 — Fairly endangered in California (20-80% occurrences threatened)

.3 — Not very endangered in California (<20% of occurrences threatened, or no current threats known)

Note: All List 1A (presumed extinct in California) and some List 3 (need more information- a review list) plants lacking
any threat information receive no threat code extension. Also, these Threat Code guidelines represent a starting point
in the assessment of threat level. Other factors, such as habitat vulnerability and specificity, distribution, and condition
of occurrences, are also considered in setting the Threat Code.

Definitions of occurrence probability:

Occurs: Observed on the site by AMEC personnel or recorded on-site by other qualified biologists.

High:  Observed in similar habitat in region by qualified biologists, or habitat on the site is a type often
utilized by the species and the site is within the known range of the species.

Moderate: Reported sightings in surrounding region, or site is within the known range of the species and
habitat on the site is a type occasionally used by the species.

Low: Site is within the known range of the species but habitat on the site is rarely used by the species.

Absent: A focused study failed to detect the species, or no suitable habitat is present.

CDFW CNDDB rankings: Animals

S$1 = Extremely endangered: <6 viable occurrences or <1,000 individuals, or < 2,000 acres of occupied habitat

S$2 = Endangered: about 6-20 viable occurrences or 1,000 - 3,000 individuals, or 2,000 to 10,000 acres of occupied
habitat

S3 = Restricted range, rare: about 21-100 viable occurrences, or 3,000 — 10,000 individuals, or 10,000 — 50,000 acres
of occupied habitat

S4 = Apparently secure; some factors exist to cause some concern such as narrow habitat or continuing threats
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S5 = Demonstrably secure; commonly found throughout its historic range
SH = all sites are historical, this species may be extinct, further field work is needed

CDFW CNDDB rankings: Plants and Vegetation Communities

S1 = Less than 6 viable occurrences OR less than 1,000 individuals OR less than 2,000 acres
S1.1 = very threatened

S1.2 = threatened

S1.3 = no current threats known

S2 = 6-20 viable occurrences OR 1,000-3,000 individuals OR 2,000-10,000 acres

S2.1 = very threatened

S2.2 = threatened

S2.3 = no current threats known

S3 = 21-80 viable occurrences or 3,000-10,000 individuals OR 10,000-50,000 acres

S3.1 = very threatened

S3.2 = threatened

S3.3 = no current threats known

S4 = Apparently secure within California; this rank is clearly lower than S3, but factors exist to cause some concern.
i.e., there is some threat, or somewhat narrow habitat.

S5 = Demonstrably secure to ineradicable in California.

Western Bat Working Group (WBWG) designations:

The Western Bat Working Group is comprised of agencies, organizations and individuals interested in bat research,
management and conservation from the 13 western states and provinces. Its goals are (1) to facilitate communication
among interested parties and reduce risks of species decline or extinction; (2) to provide a mechanism by which current
information on bat ecology, distribution and research techniques can be readily accessed; and (3) to develop a forum
to discuss conservation strategies, provide technical assistance and encourage education programs.

H: High: Species which are imperiled or are at high risk of imperilment based on available information
on distribution, status, ecology and known threats.
M: Medium: Species which warrant a medium level of concern and need closer evaluation, more

research, and conservation actions of both the spemes and possible threats. A lack of meaningful information is a major
obstacle in adequately assessing these species' status and should be considered a threat.

L: Low: Species for which most of the existing data support stable populations, and for which the
potential for major changes in status in the near future is considered unlikely. There may be localized concerns, but the
overall status of the species is believed to be secure. Conservation actions would still apply for these bats, but limited
resources are best used on High and Medium status species.

P: Periphery: This designation indicates a species on the edge of its range, for which no other
designation has been determined.

5.7 Discussion of the Special-status Species Tables

A review of the CNDDB, CNPS and the collective knowledge of Wood senior biologists resulted
in a total of 30 special status biological resources that are known from the vicinity of the project
site (Tables 1-3). These include: ten plants, two vegetation communities, one invertebrate, five
reptiles, 6 birds and 6 mammals. Of these, twenty-two (22) are absent from the site due to a lack
of suitable habitat and/or the location of the site is outside of the known elevational range
requirements. These include: triple-ribbed Milkvetch (Astragalus tricarinatus), white bracted
spineflower (Chorizanthe xanti var. leucotheca) , slender horned spineflower (Dodecahema
leptoceras), Harwood’s eriastrum (Eriastrum hardwoodii), Arizona surge (Euphorbia arizonica),
cliff spurge (Euphorbia misera), spiny hair blazing star (Mentzelia tricuspis), slender cottonheads
(Nemacaulis denudata var. gracilis), mesquite bosque, desert fan palm oasis woodland,
Coachella Valley Jerusalem cricket (Stenopelmatus cahuilaensis), desert tortoise (Gopherus
agassizii), coastal horned lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillii), flat-tailed horned lizard (Phrynosoma
mcallii), Coachella valley fringed toed lizard (Uma inornata), red-diamond rattlesnake (Crotalus
ruber), golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos), prairie falcon (Falco mexicanus), LeConte’s thrasher
(Toxostoma lecontei), least Bell's vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus), Townsend’'s big-eared bat
(Corynorhinus townsendii), Peninsular big-horn sheep (Ovis canadensis nelsoni pop. 2). These
special status biological resources will not be discussed further.
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Five (5) of the remaining eight (8) species are fully covered and conserved under the CVMSHCP.
Participation in the CVMSHCP, payment of the CVMSHCP development/mitigation fee and
participation in the plan is expected to fully mitigate project related impacts (if any) to these
species, with some exceptions (if projects are within a conservation area or are covered under
additional protection). Conserved species considered to have some potential of occurrence
include Coachella Valley milk vetch (Astragalus lentiginosus var. coachellae), little San
Bernardino Mountains linanthus (Linanthus maculatus ssp. maculatus), burrowing owl (Athene
cunicularia), Palm Springs pocket mouse (Perognathus longimembris bangsi), and Coachella
round-tailed ground squirrel (Xerospermophilus tereticaudus). Since the project site is not within
a conservation area, no additional protocol-level surveys are required under the MSHCP.

Suitable habitat for burrowing owl was observed within the project site and a known record of
burrowing owl is located immediately adjacent to the project site within Mission Creek (2013).
During the reconnaissance-level survey, no suitable burrows were identified within the project
site. For these reasons, the potential for burrowing owl to occur within the project site low,
however, we can’t rule out the possibility that burrowing owls may utilize the project site for
foraging. This species nests and roosts underground and is particularly sensitive to ground
disturbing activities, loud noise created by operation of heavy equipment up to 500 feet away and
may abandon nests or burrows if/when such activities occur.

Therefore, in addition to on-site impacts, potential direct and indirect impacts to burrowing owls
potentially occurring in nearby off-site locations, must also be considered. The burrowing owl is
not listed as threatened or endangered by the USFWS or CDFW. It is, however, managed as a
Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) by the USFWS and designated as a California Species of
Concern (CSC) by the CDFW. It is also protected under the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act
(MBTA) and California Fish and Game Code 3505.5. The burrowing owl is a covered species
under the CVMSHCP, however the federal permit for the CVMSHCP does not allow take of this
species under the MBTA. Since suitable burrows were not identified within the project site, full
focused presence/absence surveys will not be required. However, to ensure that no direct or
indirect impacts to burrowing owl result from project implementation, pre-construction surveys are
recommended prior to any vegetation removal or soil disturbance activities.

The remaining three species, which are considered to have some potential to occur and are not
covered by the CVMSHCP, are discussed below.

5.7.1 Potentially Occurring Species Not Covered, or Not Fully Covered Under the
CVMSHCP

Three special status species that are not covered, or not fully covered by the CVMSHCP are
considered to have at least some potential to occur on the project site. These include loggerhead
shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), San Diego pocket mouse (Chaetodipus fallax pallidus), and San
Diego desert woodrat (Neotoma lepida intermedia). Due to a lack of significant rodent burrow
observations during the site visit, if present, the loss of a few individual San Diego pocket mouse
and/or San Diego desert woodrat would not reduce the population size to a less than self-
sustaining level in this area. Therefore, impacts to San Diego pocket mouse (Chaetodipus fallax
pallidus), and San Diego desert woodrat are not considered potentially significant, and no
additional discussion is required. Loggerhead shrike, like burrowing owl, is protected under the
federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and California Fish and Game Code 3505.5. This
species is discussed further below.
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Loggerhead shrike was observed within the vicinity of the project site during the assessment.
This species is also widespread and known to occur throughout the region in a variety of desert
habitats, including creosote bush scrub, saltbush scrub and disturbed areas. Loggerhead shrike
nests in spiny trees and shrubs, which are intermittently present within the project. It is not listed
as threatened or endangered by any of the regulatory agencies, however, is designated as a CSC
by the CDFW while nesting, managed as a BCC by the USFWS and afforded protection by
California Fish and Game Code 3505.5 while nesting. Due to the presence of suitable habitat
intermittently present along and immediately adjacent to the project alignment, Wood considers
there to be a high potential for loggerhead shrike to nest on and/or adjacent to the site. Should
project-related disturbance be conducted during the nesting season (1 February through 31
August), a nesting bird clearance survey is recommended to ensure that implementation of the
proposed project does not impact nesting loggerhead shrike.

6.0 DISCUSSION
6.1 Potential Impacts of the Proposed Project

The proposed project would impact approximately 7.83 acres of creosote bush scrub. The
proposed medical grade cannabis cultivating complex project includes the development of 10
individual buildings and associated infrastructure and parking within the city of Desert Hot Spring,
Riverside County, California. Since the project is located within the city of Desert Hot Spring, it is
Wood'’s understanding that the entire project will require CVMSHCP consistency. The project falls
within the CVMSHCP plan area but is not within a conservation area. The applicant will be
required to pay the CVMSHCP fee for the proposed development.

CVMSHCP-covered species potentially occurring on and/or immediately adjacent to the
alignment include Coachella Valley milk vetch, little San Bernardino Mountains linanthus,
burrowing owl, Palm Springs pocket mouse, and Coachella round-tailed ground squirrel. Although
there is potential (very low to moderate) for these species to occur, respectively, on and/or
immediately adjacent to the project site, the CVMSHCP provides full coverage for covered
species for plan participants. Signatories, or participants in the plan generally pay a standard
development/mitigation fee prior to receiving requisite grading or development permits with some
exceptions and special provisions or requirements (i.e., surveys burrowing owl, surveys for other
species in the conservation area and nesting birds during the nesting season).

Special status species that are not covered by the CVMSHCP but are considered to have at least
some potential to occur include San Diego pocket mouse and San Diego desert woodrat, although
extremely low. Since impacts to these species are likely considered adverse, but less than
significant under California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) guidelines, protocol-levels surveys
are not required.

Since burrowing owl and loggerhead shrike are also protected under the MBTA and California
Fish and Game Code, pre-construction nesting bird clearance surveys will be required within the
project footprint plus a 500-foot buffer surrounding the project, if construction activities occur
between February and August. This survey should be conducted within 30-days of any ground
disturbance or vegetation removal activities associated with the project development to ensure
that no burrowing owl or loggerhead shrikes will be impacted by construction activities.

If active nests of any native avian species are found on the site, they will be avoided to the fullest

extent possible until after the young have fledged. Additional standard construction measures and
best management practices that should be implemented for this project include:
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* Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP) training to educate workers about the
sensitive biological resources with potential to occur in the project area and how to avoid
impacting these species.

* Ensuring that project personnel check under their vehicles prior to moving them for wildlife
species that may have crawled under the vehicles while parked.

» Except on maintained public roads designated for higher speeds, driving speeds will not
exceed 20 miles per hour.

» To prevent inadvertent entrapment of animals during the construction phase of this project,
all excavated, steep-walled holes or trenches more than 2 feet deep should be covered
at the close of each working day by plywood or similar materials or provided with one or
more escape ramps constructed of earth fill or wooden planks. Before such holes or
trenches are filled, they should be thoroughly inspected for trapped animals.

* No firearms or pets should be brought to the work area.

» Workers must dispose of their trash in trash bags or an approved container and removed
from the site. Trash is not to be deposited in the work area or surrounding habitat.

6.1.1 Land Use Adjacency Guidelines

Project-related activities conducted within and/or adjacent the Upper Mission Creek/Big Morongo
Canyon Conservation Area are also subject to CYMSHCP Land Use Adjacency Guidelines. The
purpose of the guidelines is to avoid or minimize project-related indirect effects adjacent to or
within the conservation area. The guidelines are as follows:

Drainage

Proposed development adjacent to or within a conservation area shall incorporate plans to ensure
that the quantity and quality of runoff discharged to the conservation area is not altered in an
adverse way when compared with existing conditions. Stormwater systems shall be designed to
prevent the release of toxins, chemicals, petroleum products, exotic plant materials or other
elements that might degrade or harm biological resources or ecosystem processes within the
conservation area.

Toxics

Land uses proposed adjacent to or within a conservation area that use chemicals or generate
bioproducts such as manure that are potentially toxic or may adversely affect wildlife and plant
species, Habitat, or water quality shall incorporate measures to ensure that application of such
chemicals does not result in any discharge to the conservation area.

Lighting

For proposed development adjacent to or within a conservation area, lighting shall be shielded
and directed toward the developed area. Landscape shielding or other appropriate methods shall
be incorporated in project designs to minimize the effects of lighting adjacent to or within the
adjacent conservation area in accordance with the guidelines to be included in the Implementation
Manual.

Noise

Proposed development adjacent to or within a Conservation Area that generates noise in excess
of 75 dBA Leq hourly shall incorporate setbacks, berms, or walls, as appropriate, to minimize the
effects of noise on the adjacent conservation area in accordance with the guidelines to be included
in the Implementation Manual.
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Invasives

Invasive, non-native plant species shall not be incorporated in the landscape for land uses
adjacent to or within a conservation area. Landscape treatments within or adjacent to a
conservation Area shall incorporate native plant materials to the maximum extent feasible;
recommended native species are listed in CYMSHCP Table 4-112 (Appendix D). Plant species
listed in CVMSHCP Table 4-113 shall not be used within or adjacent to a conservation area
(Appendix E).

6.1.2 Jurisdictional Areas

The proposed project does not impact any portion of Mission Creek or any tributaries that may
fall under the jurisdiction of the USACE, CDFW and/or RWQCB. If the project proposes to disturb
or impact any portion of Mission Creek, in any way, a formal wetland delineation report and
regulatory permitting may be required.

6.1.3 Additional Bird Species Protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and California
Fish and Game Code

Excluded from coverage under the CVMSHCP are a variety of common bird species that are
protected by the MBTA and the state Fish and Game Code. This includes virtually all native
migratory and resident bird species, including birds known to occur in the vicinity. Avoidance of
impacts to these nesting migratory and resident birds is a requirement of the federal permit issued
for the CVMSHCP. To avoid impacting nesting birds both within the adjacent conservation area
and outside of the conservation area, either avoidance of project-related disturbance during the
nesting season (1 February through 31 August) or nesting bird surveys conducted by a qualified
ornithologist or biologist immediately prior to on-site disturbance during the nesting season would
be required. If nesting birds are found, no work would be permitted near the nest until young have
fledged. There is no established protocol for nest avoidance, however, when consulted the CDFW
generally recommends avoidance buffers of about 500 feet for birds-of-prey and species listed as
threatened or endangered, and 100-300 feet for unlisted songbirds.

7.0 Conclusions

The proposed project occurs within the CVMSHCP planning area and a portion of the project
alignment is located immediately adjacent to the Upper Mission Creek/Big Morongo Canyon
Conservation Area. CVMSHCP-covered species and special status biological resources are
considered to have potential to occur on-site and be potentially affected by implementation of the
proposed project, if present. Impacts to these species (if present) and their habitats, are expected
to be fully covered and mitigated under the requirements of the CVMSHCP with the payment of
the requisite development/mitigation fee and participation in the requirements of the plan, which
may include implementation of Land Use Adjacency Guidelines.

Pre-construction nesting bird clearance surveys would also be required for any grading,
vegetation clearance, trimming and/or ground disturbance conducted within the nesting season
(1 February-31 August) to avoid potential impacts to nesting bird species protected by the MBTA
and California Fish and Game Code.

If potential impacts to areas that fall under the jurisdiction of the USACE, CDFW and/or RWQCB,
cannot be avoided by project activities, a jurisdictional delineation may be required.

With the implementation of the recommendations above, in addition to any additional measures
required by the city of Desert Hot Springs as part of their conditions of approval, impacts to special
status biological resources are anticipated to be avoided, minimized and/or mitigated in
accordance with the CVMSHCP and other resource agency requirements.
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